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~

This evaluation is,an\annual report on the activities of the Oklahoma

Migrant Education™Program.' The information relates to. the ESEA, Title I ,

[

Migrant Education Program for the 1980-81 regular’ school term.
\ .

)
1y -
-

This repotrt was prepared to comply with Federal Regulations and to

fulfill the obligation. of the State of Oklahoma foyl the evalgation of._ﬁhe

P

ESEA, Title I.Miérant Education‘Rrogram.
1

Reports from the local education agencies (LEA's) have been consoli-

©
~

. \ '
~ dated into one document to meet federal requirements for an ahnual evalu-
' M ’ “ -

ation report. An effort has been made to {nclude all essential ‘informa-

tion reported by the LEA's. ) ' B

»
L4 ’

~ t

Inquiries regarding .this'report should be addressed to_Mr. Reith Stone,

>

Administrafor, Migrant Education, QOklahoma State Debhrtheﬁt of Edutagion,

’ . -

2500 N. ﬁineolng Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105. ’ .
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. .
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- operations, fhe - diverse variety of agrii:ultural'activity 4in the State :

"% I The migrant farm worker is e'ssential to the economy of the Stat'e. .

- ) L] - -
S INTRODUCTION e ' .

‘ . . \
From an agricultural standpoint, Oklahoma ranks in the top ten in ' .

production of a number of crops such as wheat, cotton, rye, sorghum for

grain, hay, 11nt, alfalfa seed, peanuts, broomcorn and pecdns. In ’ -
L D - ’ - T
addition to these major crops, there are many others; produced on- a

smaller scale. The 1970 census indicated 81.8 percent of the 1and. was >

-

utilized. for farm activity. Obviously,. O‘klahom'a°is‘one 6f the major .

-

agricixltural states. Even with the mechanization of many farmihg . .

v » . . - .
automatically creates a need for a seasonal and temporary work force ° . ,

o

to plant, work, and ,harvest the various crops. This offers-seasonal . 4

L ———

3 .

and temporary employment ‘opportungities to migrant workers in many parts | —

‘of the State, especially*during harvest season. A L

- ~

., y . Y
Crops such as ‘wheat,’ cotton, peanuts,, hay, . potatoes, broomcorn and frults

require intense labor at the tjime of harvest. Farmers w.(mld be unable
¢ ) oo
to ptoduce the needed crops without addltional help-.provided by mi fant v

of

workers. Oftentimes there is somewhat of a tandency on the -part of - - - .
. Y ’ 4
laymen to think that the migrant agricultural worker's job is an
, . « ’ > ‘3;
unimportant oné; whereas, on the contrary, without them our n%tion )

could not be fed. - . . % . . ' .
4 - 1 ’ . ¢,
: ?

~ -

'Another‘ kind of migrant worker in Oklahoma is the unskilled (individual .
withbut ‘permanent employment who has estahlished a home in Oklahoga but-
.\ N « . . N
. . N 9
is forced, to continually search for-a job comparable to his skills).

e : e e
Thege’ m:i.gra,nts are classified as home based.’ ‘Often tHese individuals e

. .t . LI 5 N * b . -
will travel from«one.jchool déstrict to another, or from one state to * :

. . . . - ° R

‘[ ‘_l. ,k [ . . Il . i ‘

30- . e [ . - . . - - M

\z:.‘; ° : . , K
© oA . o -y o’ - ) o
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r

, another to work for short periods of time in agricultural or fishery

~

activities. They usually stay within the State for a few months.

y - -

K This search for work sometimes becomes a total family project and extends’

s .
' over a long period of time. Oklahoma's basic migrant program makes

13

A4

efforts to work with the 9hildren of these.workers in a tutorial

v ..
(instructional), program. -

~

The Oklahoma FY 1981 program for migrant children was implemented by

. ‘ Yhirty four (34) LEA's located in twelve (12) counties. The twelve (12)
f ) ¢
counties were: Caddo, Cimarron;,Cotth, Custer,4Greer; Harmon, Jackson,

»

Jefferson, Kiowa, McClain, Tillman, and Washita (see map). Educational
. . “ 1

and supportive sgrvices were provided\for approximately 2,893 migrént /

students‘.'Flscal,year«FY 80 carryover funds in the amount $147,910

~ and FY 81 migrant funds in.the amount of $1 521,067.31 were expended

- - \ v

- . . . N
. for' program operatibn.. ..
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.tﬁevSta;e Department of éducation'wili to the best of their ability k.

S . .
. . ’ ~
- -~

s .
NATIONAL GOALS OF MIGRANT EDUCATION 4’ CA

’
-

. B

In order to morej effectively deal with the special educat%ongl Teeds

\
of migrant students in Oklahoma's Education Program, logﬁl projects and *

Y

implement the National Goals of Migrant Education. .

- s N

The National Goals of Migrant Education’ Are: - ’

e e s 4’
1." Specifically-designed curricular programs in acadeﬁip disci- . J

<

blines and vocational educqtion-b;se& upon migrant children's

A~ .

4 Pad
agsessed needs. e,

. oA,

2. Success-oriented academic programs, career options :and coun-

seling activities, and vocational skill t;ainiﬁé that encourage

-
¢

. migrant children's" retention, in school and' contribute to success
~N . . L= *

. . ¢ M M !
’ in later life., - L.

.

-

. . . -
L4 -

-
-

~

3. Communication skilLs‘programs which utilize migrant children's

. -

) linguistic and. cultural backgrounds. * i
)y Y _ . :
4. Supportive’services that fostet physical. and mental well-being.

¢ wéen necessary forzmigrant‘éhildren's successful participation
H in «he basic inséructional°programs, including dental, medical,
- s nut;itional and-psychologicai services. B
. 5. Pfograms-éevelOped through‘inﬂ;ragenéy coordination at the ..
T ‘%ederalg State and local le§els. -, o e

-~

6.. A comﬁonent for méan&pgful migrant parent’ involvement in the

L 4

education of their children_gpd in- which the cooperative efforts,

of parents "and educators will be directed toward the improvement

0

of migrant-children's academi¢ and Social skills.

’

- -




“ LY .
- ” ) ‘n\ .
~ I . ' N ) ' .-’ PR
. , 7. Staff development opportunities that increase staff competericies
. /. “~
in the cognitive, psychomotor and affective domaims. N ,
- 8. ‘A component to properly identify and enroll 41l eligible migrant
- ¢ . ?
.cbildren., Y o0
. . .
: 9. Preschool and” kindergarten programs designed to meet migrant
- ’ N

children s developmental needs and prepare them for future success.

- . " .

10.° For the‘establishment*gf dissemination pblicies and proceddégs.

. .
For the development and evaluation of disseminatiom materials

’»

which' will promote an awareness of:

.

C /' ) ‘v A. Program intent; . ] ' \
B. Intra- and interetate-program development? ‘ .
c. Contribution of migrants to thé commnnity; and ‘ ‘ : B
D. Total effegt of the program. ../ ’ N
i‘ ‘ll. The aesurance that sequence and ;onbinuity will be an_inherent part .
of the migrant child s total education program through: ! % ’
A. Thz‘deveiepment of a system'which should facilitate the - 6‘
R BN exgianée of metndda,‘concepts‘and materials; and ‘, . , ‘-g
= . ) .
T B. The effegtive.nse of the g;RTslsomponent for inters and ] ) ".
A N intraetate,communication_in the.exchange of student records. .
[ I N ’ . 4 . '_
Co. , STATE GOAL FOR MIGRANT EDUCATION . T I
- The major goal of migrant edukatidn in Oklahoma is to implement tne \\ p
. national goal and to establish’ programs and projects which are designed to .
’ meet‘the special edicational needs of migratory children and to‘coordinate R
‘ o these prbgrams and projects with similar programs in other states. 1 .
. ‘, ' ol < ' ( 'Q'
. . g 3 v, * J .
. ) ¥ . ’ - . )
12 CL Y,

~
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3.

L STATE OBJECfiVES FOR MIGRANT EDUCATION ‘.

» To assist the LEAs in establishing programs of instruction and

. support, services for children of migrant agricultural workers.'

¢

~ >

\
To provide'infservice training of programfstaff.

-

To identify and recruiiP§Sery child who can be legaily described ﬁ>

as a "migratory ¢hild" and enter _useful irformation in the National -

(Migrant Student Record Transfer System. ",-‘ x
To assist all agenciss concerned with migrant education to properly
) - ) ¢
utilize MSRTS data in order to minimize repetitious services and

/

-

to enhance continuity in the instructional .and supportive programs .

L
v

for migrant children. . .

* * ' I
To establish contracted recruitment teams, train them, and give
recruitment assignments in geographic areas where there are known

concentrations of migrants.-

~ W
H

LEA REPRESENTATIVE OBJECTIVES

To provide individualized instruction in the basic skills area

>
according-to the needs of the-students in order to improve their

e b
1) ; <

" opportunity to function at a level equal to their potentiai.:

- -

. . N .
To provide a program utilizing every available Federal, State and

L

local resource in order to improve conditions\\nd mutual difﬁgr- -

‘. -
ences among children. .- g

. To provide supportive services which will encourage and promote

each student's- social growth, positive self-concept and group

- ' Q' .
"interaction skills. . ' LA

. . - a

-

) 2 3 ' 1 *
To improve reading,comprehensi@n byzay least one grade level or ., .

show a gain in NCE scbores as evidenc

-

ed by standardized. tests, -

S 13




v * «
-

i

teachéf-made tests and teacher observationm.
' 5. To provide tutorial services that will help the individual child ’
to improve their effectiveness in communicating thoughts and ideas.
Activities toward this pbjec;ive will involve both oral and writ;en

.3
expression.

3

~ - " STATE ADMINISTRATION

The primary goal qf the Oklahoma Miggant Education, Title I ESEA‘
Program, is ;o increase: the academic achievemeng of eligible project paréici—

—_— 46ants. The number‘of staff working in the migrant program were: - 75 teachers,
67 aides, 34 project direétors, 22 support personnel, 1 state Aﬂministrator,

®

and I state Coordinator.

1. Oklahoma ESEA Title I Migrant Grant Awards

-

1975 _ $ 757,380
! ‘ ’ '_&

1976 - \(\ ’ 799,819

) 1977 S 37, 129
he 4 ‘ . * )
1978 - 877,326
; . 1979 ' 1,029,481
n " 1980 © 1,676,714

. . .
. & -

. | 1981 1,941,750

’ 2. Scope ) -

Thirty four (34) school districts received grants under the migrant

-
®

program:
Altus - - ‘ .4- Bﬁrns Flat | Eakly ¢
| Arn;tﬁ | ? Butler ~ ‘ * Eldorado
, Bihger | - % Clinton Felt
(?%air . ) a . Custe; Frederick 1
??isé City - Davidson Gould

o

N

14 .
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| , . o . ! , . | !
. ‘ & , - | ' E
.S ’ - Gre'mdfieldv o Martha * - K Snyder - .
\ o Gran.:l:t‘e .- Te . Mt. Par;\‘k - ) .-Sou'thside
., . ) ,
" . " " Hobart A Olustee - "' Temple . .
oo ) Hollis d o Oney-Albert ‘ Terral . N
o o Loolgeba-Si'cklc?s . K . Ryan 5, | S Washingt;o‘n ‘
.o . Mamgm: ' Sentinel {4 Waurika
o v
. ‘ . ‘5 i : Weaver
! Lo <. . ‘ °

To{al« student enrollment for the regular sch'oolk term'was 2,893.

: IR 'Gradg" - Enrollment
- l",’ P v ’ ‘ ‘ * -
N\ . Prekindergarten ) 205 - .
L ) Kindergarten ' < 168
- ) ) , Elementary . - 1,442
; . . »
P . . Secondary" ‘ 1,051
- ." :‘ B - X A
' ‘_/ . Unclassified - ' .
. - v’ ' . Total ‘ ’ A 2,8 3 .
o i . * s . S , ‘ Vg .. *
’ Grade- : . Intrastate ' w Ihterstate’ . Five-Year
) Prekindergarten . ~ 67 ° 61 80
o Kindergarten e 54” 59" © 54 .
L Elementary ©° , 449" . 599 . 456
£ L, . e ) .
T, . “seondary : 332 SR 3 VAN 343
:‘ Unclassified . 4 12 9
L ,— ST =
. RN Totals ) 906 - 1,045 942
’ / - | '
K o R ' o ’
37 nvolvement and Dissemination Activities ’
L o -
. ‘{\,‘: ~Parents continue to be involved in the overall development of
v 9 - ' .
g oL tigrant education within the state. They are invited and encouraged
.. ‘ , g’to participate in special activities and programs. Home visitations
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:‘:\ iy

3 Il

are made to keep communications open. There were 34 parents of -

' -
» [ ;(»."' [

participating children who Teceived direct services. There were
129 meetings of parent councils, cooperating agencies and community

0’\

Xxepresentatives that considered needs’ assessment program develop-

- : Y ‘rV‘
ment and implementation, evaluation oﬁ program and other purposes

* f 3 - e

to assist the LEA. One hundred seventy one (171) parents parti-

& cipated in advisory councils and gave service to the migrant ptp-

)

gram. ProJects are being encouraged to make greater efforts to

.

achieve parental involvement. o oY

‘ N

4.\ State Parent Advisory Council .

The State Migrant Parent Advigory Council consists of thirteen

‘persoms: ¢wo superintendents; two teachers, one aide, one coun-

selor and seven parents. The formation of the parent council is

consistent with Section 142(a)(4) of Public Law 95-561 which requires

o~ )
that "there be appropriate consultatigﬁ\with advisory councils"

‘for the Migrant Education Program. The Parenﬁ,Advisory Council
‘ . N . . . \
meets approximately four timés a year. The responsibilities of
¢ .
‘the Council a:\\to. @)) study’migrant statutes and regulations,

(2) study and become knowledgeable about the State program for migrant

%,

education, (3) monitor and reviéw the State Migrant Program and

-

and’ offer suggestions and make recommendations. to'assist in main—'

taining ad developing an improved migrant education program, and

(4) be involved in the total planning, implementation and evaluation
< .

‘of the migrant'program.

~

5. Inwservice

-~ 3 . .
Migrant inservice education is accomplished in three ways.
e ¥

-

7

-

16




' ~First, alsli staff are‘required to afte‘n@ either a two‘day statewide

N -

wor‘kshoﬁ,.o'r a regional workshop in south Texas: Secondly, all ®
' ;,sqafﬁ members are required to ht@erxgd‘, MSRT§ training workshops .,
) y' o . .
at least every other,year. There is also an annual in-state
. . w“d h 1

_.two day wéi'kshop on’ ﬁéirs that, all staff are required to attend. ' P
. Thirdly, a -one d‘ay wor1€§hop is generally conducted in f'ead'ing,
. < * . -

’ v [ -

}\ , ‘ math, or language arts., ' o
. . &
_'- ) . ' As a result of in-gerv'ice ;ctivities,‘ there is genera; ﬁgree-v ' ®
B ment amon;g”: the staff that inservice has produced: (1) an improved . .
: . . C gndersi:anding of and h’e;ght‘ene:i ;ensi;ivity to the. problems‘and’ needs )
- -,‘ L ‘ ) of disag:ranéa‘ged migrant .chfiaren, (2) a higher level of academic '

achievement on the part of migrant children as a result of improved

& L]

“ .

inservice skills bdy teachers’in a vériety ‘of curricular areas’, and

\ (3) a new awareness’of the problems related to migrants and education ¢

ENCCS
P R4

1s shared .wiﬁh'thg total cémmunity in’ ekach_ local.

f. * a

- . \
- * i

~

o fed 3]

. . 6. idgntificétion and: Recggitment.‘ ) Y o . .
v ,ﬁ, ! ‘_ The ldent;fication and recruitment of eligible migrant children o
L X T .AA . 1is ftccomplished as follox;vs: (1) lécal_pfoject schools ident'ify. " -
. ., " and'recruit eligible students during the ‘regular school year and

3 . invglve ‘them in a program, and (2) other recr'uitmena occurs w'ith d

T . the use of contracted recfuiters. They are trained and given

‘ ' rlecruitm.dn; assignments in geographi:: dareas v:rhere there are known " N
s concentrations of migr‘ant’s. Participating projects agd conﬁra(:ted o
; recruiters dre responsible directly to the State Administrator of '
. Migrant Educa;;\n for complying with étatutes and regulations. ' \
. ~ . . ~

. (See Appendixes B and C for instruments used in idehtifying and

¢ &




.
. . 3 - N E

recruiting migrant children,) ' . : 5

) 7. Dissemination of Information

Dissemination of information by pgrticipating projects™ is .o

- »

. accon/iplished by several means, mail-outs and memos are n;ost common. - " °
} LT - .o .
@ Any vital information and/or news stories may be pﬁblished in two

- we

4 SDE publications, the Oklahoma Educator and the Superintendent's
N 7 . e

- R

‘Newsletter. A Migrant Administrators' Handbook is printed, .updatgd; P

-
~ .-

o ) fmd distributed dach year. It is available upon request. Partici—l -
. pating project§ take adv:;ntage of eve;.'y type of local media that’
) - is available. Som&-‘-r;‘gport to newspapers, others to schoo}ﬁub- ‘ »
® _l licé’tions',‘ at‘lfd othérs to local r':aidio and_'television sta_li:ions.
' Dissemina;ion of information co}lceming migraﬁt program activities
. - . are repgrtgd on the evaluati‘qp instrument. Thg, pai‘ticipating . N
‘ / projects ‘repo'rt the num'ber of local and statewide’ dissemination . R
s‘. ‘& efforts in t:he f.ollowing areas: ' education fair, television, PTA, .
. newspapers, brochures a;ld other printed m;terials.
NI : PROGRA\MQRIT;QUE k > I
TN ' g . . .
’ . - There are \-no éroject within the State that have been submitted as
. ) exepplary; hovgever, the” criteria from-th'e:U'.‘S‘. Office of Educat'ibn td .
- - . , . ' )
g .incér‘pcrat.e and evaluate such'a project v.;;)uld meet the approval .of the .StateA .

¢ . - .

Educatior{ Agency should suych a project dévelop. The part}cip.ating projects’

[ ) are encouraged to participaté in exemplary projects. The SEA makes Mnstruc-

r

tional. information on exemplary projects available. They are also assisted

. ¥

- i : . : :
in identifying exemplary projects. All LEA's are contacted about sending ¢
.‘ ‘ representatives to all NDN workshops and conferences. .
. ) * " \_..—\’v
Vil '
9 Ay ¢
. N . , .
. > > ’ ~ ’

-




The SEX does not e£§§é¥ to provide program services .to fewer eligible

»

& - .
school age migratory children than the numbers estimated to be current and

formerly migrant; however, the actual number served 1s lowergthan estimated |

figures. The SEA endeavors to serve the true migrant in OklahOma. These(

* endeavors Tead the State to utilize its staff and funding for program ser-

\
L}

<

‘grodps‘continuousl& throughout the year. _ S

.

(:zis at various levels in the education process. The types of program

ices includgfconducting needs assessments, developing objectives to

.

meet pupil needs, testing and placement of students, providing instructional
and supportive services to meet the prioriﬁ(\needs éf the identified\students

and repeating these services as children return after moving from otheér

»
.
> - 2

locations. Erqvisiods for delivering these kinds of ségviees allow for gradual

®
L

minimal program expansion in the various levels aﬁd for increasing the level

of services that will encompass the estimated number of students identified

el

and recruited. Many school districts and areas have limited numbers of

migrant students that are eligible to be identified and enrolled; however,

A\l
'

they do not have sufficient numbets to qualify for a program according to

“ EN

statutes and regulations.

. o

-Identification and recruitment is acc0mpiished in two ways in Oklahoma,

First, LEAs identify and enroll a11 year long. A second type of/recruitment '
~ .

geceurs with' contracted recruicers who are assigned tq recruit once a year
x, . R T

in a given'time frame and according to geographic areas. Identification,

reéruitm@nt, aﬁd enrollment should be an on-going process' utilizing both

0
- & - N . ‘;.

-

Inservice training is excellent in Oklahoma.. Approximately 98 percent
’ bt

of the total migrant.staff are in attendance &t each inservice function.
. e ) N . - Q‘ . °
In-service‘activities could be improved by inviting.other states to plan,

™ - - .
PR . N 7 - .

N . 710 . '
A 139 .

’ o

-




implement, and conduct,joint inservice conferences.

<

. Migrant:students are - 1nvolved in a variety of instructional programs

tnai;are\very effective. These include' * tutorial services, support

,services, lab services, resource services, and individualized instruction.
s . \ ¥

‘The migrant 'staff hds tremendous rapport with each other, however, there are
/i . &

- hl

areas lacking-in adequate provisions for instructional programs. These N
s, ' ‘Q;'. . . v N
areas are: .prekindergarten), kindergarten,”grades 7-9,' and grades 10-12.

This iS'obviously due to lack of adequate funding. .. Sene

g\
ﬁECOMMENDED CHANGES TO IMPROVE MIGRANT PROGRAM

t '

The following'recommendations are offered with the hope that they will

<

increase the effectiveness of future planning, implementation, and evaluation
. ‘ C A

-

in the migrant program in Oklahoma. - d
v ) ) ‘ : 4
L. Make*efforts to prioritize the needs of preschool, junior high and
high school students and ofter instructional sérvices to meet those needs¥

. <. t )
. 2. Invite other states to become involved in interstate inservice N

. . A -
. Attempt’to initiate full time employment in identification and

,activities.

recruitment in order to facilitate greater continuity in intrastate enroll-

. .

ment activities. . e ] -

’

-43 Plan and implement new projects in areas that‘have e’negntrations

CoA

" of migrant children.

~
1

5. 1Increase efforts to get” other agencies involved in prowiding

S
.
4

-services to migrants. | . . - ' - &
. ~ ol . - - . ' . B
6. Work toward getting an\accredited university to offer credit work. .

»

(courses) for the migrant staff, or'establish a course of study for potential

&
«

migrant”staff ‘ . * ‘ . o




- \-%; ) ' ¥ 4 . T
/ \. ' . . TN . S
- \ ’ . _ » . ‘ 4 ®
v o - * ‘ =~ ‘ - . A * N P
r ‘\ . - d IS . « 8. . e
' . o K ” y o )
‘ 4 1. Increase the number of meetings of parents for considering needs _ , -
R ' [ ‘ o ®o. V., . . i
. | * assesspeat, program deVelopment, implementation and evaluation. o ) P
. N e -~ ~ p ) , )
. . . - EVALUATION PATA SUMMARY . . .
It is obvious that'anwe; need to look at what happens to students-\in a given o m Py
. experience in order to j'udge' the real worth of a program. - ,'
F o ) [ - [ I
. - 0 Regulations of*Title I of. the Elementary and Secondary Education
_Act, P.L. 89-10, as amended by P:L. r§5'—56]:, _require each educational agen'c}:\ ' ®
: . ’ . » i ‘. ot . . *
receiving Title I+Migrant funds to make an annugl evaluation: of activities . :

D 4 ~

financed by such fnnd's. Recognizing the need for Title.I migrant partici-
pant gains to be aggregated at’ the,national Jevel irt order to pro}iide valid f\ N
, in_formation to the Congress and- other interested citizens, a consolidated o ¢

-, gvaluation report instrument has.been developed\ by the°0klahoma State Edu--

.
. ‘.
L < . L]

cation Agency (SEA) fér use by the lLocal EducatiOnai. .Afgencies (LEA's) in . . @
- . reporting Title I migrant participant gains.’ ‘I'ndiv:l.dual participant gains .
. » - ' & . ¢
—--as reported in normal curve eqdiva‘lency ‘(NCE) may be aggregated thus ful— ’ |~ A
° filling the mandate that such local project gains are meaningful in terms of . ®
. ' nationa_l goals. A major inservice effort focuses xeach Year on. assis‘ting |
) administrators and teachers in- makding the transitioi%efrq,m grade equivalent \
. ’ to normal curve equivalent data collection and to design a format o ° .: R - o
. 14 - - . . 4 .
' { enable LEA's_  to report student gains 4n terms of NCE. Statistical data :
’ v ." \ ) * N ¥ ' .
e, in this repoyt are compiled from the annual evaluation°reports submitted -~ ¢
\ o the State Department of Education (SDE) by each LEA. '-_(See'-Appéﬁdix.A) ! 0.
i ’ ) ’ T : € - .
\ NCE gains by project participants as reflected in this report,presents-
- . valid information supporting positive accomplishments of Title I.migrant '~ - -
N .' a . ) ‘ =
, program participants. The SDE will continue to provide technical assistance « .'
. ‘ .. ’E, - £, ..
- -' ' . . Lo ‘ ) . 12 o . . " . . .
- : % < Ri o
. 151 * s
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to the LEA'slin gathering achievement data .in terms of NCE's.and ﬁilli’

* tontinue to prov&ﬁe a. consolidated evaluation report 1nstrument for ‘use

s

by LEA's in reporting data to the SEA.
#’

are being accomplished and to provide information related to any revi§£;;

that may ‘be needed in the objectives and/or program activities. Lt is-

recommended‘!hat the evaluatién design §Fc1ude both gre- and.post~=testing
Y . . . .

and encompass all of the activities that are inclﬁded in the migrant program.

* ' Po @ ¢
N Y < . {

»

The testing should attempt to eValuate both cognitive and non-cognitive

- objectives. ) . R : e Wi

N L] J-
: : $ o
The effectiveness of migrant programs is evaluated by teacher_utiiization

r

<

lof a variety of materials ranging from nationally-normed tests to teacher=!

LT
P

made tests. These also 1nclude criterion referenced»tébts, anecdotal
« L “ -
records, vating scales, parent council committee opinion and,classrobm .
Y » 'B » . S

observation. Each LEA selects the nationally—normed test which is, most

.
L4

effective for use in their individpal districts. ¢

4

‘u}*r 5, ) 1. ' 3 . '
'ﬁ The‘most commonly used nationally-normed tests at the LEA level are~,

N - N

, Metropolitan Achievement, California Achievement, Wide Range Achievement; .

LI S

Stanford Achievement, Peabody Individual Achievement fMetropolitan Readiness”

2’

Peabody Picture Vocabulary and Iowa Test Basic Skills. . - / : “

. ‘ -
> o . °

.

-

Y

#te—tesf‘n"includes alltactivities in which the child will participate.
%

This is .based on an assessment \of the child's needs by The particrpating

-

school as to the specific needs f the migrant child. g ot

.
.
L . ) ) ., . - ‘e
w@‘

Data collection on pre-testing is on a timely basis.a Once the need of

- ’ -

-

®,

?




o . T. M ) ) ‘\.

- ' - - T b’

¢ the chiId-is determlned they are prqvided whatever services aredifeded.

‘This is always done after administration of the p%e-test.
- » -

. ‘ .« . . (’ - . '

é . ' 'When lpcals administer preitesting, immediate analysis of the data is

0 * -

maintained and filed and ‘is used to determine pldns for personnel and student

¢ . 4 . ~
v ‘’

needs. This data' is also repbrted on the annual form to the SDE. The

.

compiled data is public and available to participating schools upon request.
* . » N -

»

.

The post-test includes both cognitiye and mnon-cognitive objectives,

-
~

_'A comparison of ‘pre-test and post-test data is made immediately by the

°

.participating school.. . o, 2 ‘ . - o
£ ‘ -~ i .
.b- - ) .
' . The analysis and comparison of pre-test1ng and post-testing is conductq{

\ on a timely basisv. When pre-testing and post-testing data are reported to

]
the SDE (Federal Programs Annual Report), this allOWS another polnt of view

in ahalyzing ‘and comparing data. Any s1milarities and/or d1sparities as
ve ’ ' ' ) *
reported are discugsed with the schools: ~% :

& ;

The evaluation design includes data collection methods to assess results

of éEEESZEIve services.’ ) f‘ ) C ) . \
. ) L.
P _— _ . ACHIEVEMENT INFORMATION  _ .
° a 3 ’ N !
v : ! N
1. READING REMARKS - ' - ‘ : ’

We all'know that students who move from sctool to school may be deprived

: 1

in their educational development. One of the most pre?alent‘disadVantages in
regard to migrant chiddren seems to.be in the area of reading. It nearly

always appears as a number one‘priority in assessing the needs of migrant

-

children. o T,
—— :. J
/ ( R :
LN A ' 4 2 3 - >
, . . -

gk



All 34 migrant projects had a reading chponent. It was found that

many migrant children' were behind in their claséwork due to lack of reading

@ability, especially in the areas of speed, word knowledge, comprehension

-

and concentration. It was felt that the students, therefore, would benefit

N
‘most from an individualized, cultural, linguistic remediation program such

3

as migrant reading. teacher could provide. The number of migrant students
. :

participatingiin»reading was 1,039. Significant gains were renorted in

this'component.‘ A variety of instructional techniques designed for individ-

ualization,oi_instryetion were used. 6ome projects used language laborathies

P

» to expard oral vocabulary, some used special tutoringowith high interest

materials; others used primarily tutorial type classes with a variety of =

multi-media and other interesting materials. Since<many children have
B
z bilingual problems all prolects made efforts to Jprovide the opportunity
. - L]
for each migrant éhild to expand oral vocabulary, social adJustment, cultural

, B .

enrichment and the ability to spcceed to.their potential. (see Charts A,B,C). -
- - ’

.
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SPRING TO SPRING TESTING _ SUBJECT MATTER; EADING ¢
, Students With Rosttest .
Membership Pretand Post NCE Score“ * NCE Gain
Grade - As of 10/1/80| Test Scores Weighted Mean | Weighted Mean
N e .
L : 4
7 . -
e
. -~ - R
19 : |- 16 v 39,75 10.12
30 S 23 39.58 9.79
’ —\ - j . »
- 25 18 43.86 8.32_
L, 25 . .23 37.40 3.84
. A L * "
130 (| s 37.61 4.48"
] 33 - 32 42.19 _ 6.67
] — Soan :
/ 24 1 - 20 - . 30,61 5.79-
TS
14 11 . 24.88 f 4.74
S g
+ 4 “
13 N 5 o 39.34 .72-
18 .12 30.63 2.78~
11 ) _10 28,28 ° 3.88~
12 . 12 . 29.28 1.83~
261 - 207 36.57 ~ . 3.81
. D {
164,




CHART B

READING

’

0, -

" FALL TO SPRING TESTING _SUBJECT MATTER:

Grade

Méembership

Students With
Pre and Post

Pogt:est
NCE Score -

NCE.Gain
Weighted Mean

PK,

As of 10/1/80

R .

Test Scores °

-

Weighted Mean
- —

4

]

>

KG

.
.

28

43.96 -

01

49.38

02

.
LI

4721

425

READING SUMMARY °

"CHART & %

1]

Il

/

GRADE

Membership
_AS of }OILZBO

Students With
Pre and Post
Test Scores

Posttest
NCE Scorg
MNéighted Mea

) * ~
NCE Gain

n | Weighted Mean

K=12

982

761

40.08

5.26

-

17 . 22

-

6
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_ .27 LANGUAGE ARTS REMARKS °©  \

.8 " ] . S

[

"

‘:Ihe Instructional program for migrant children stresses vocabulary and @
_ir - English cémp:ehension. Activities in the are are desigiied to assiqﬁ the . o

migrant studenfs to improve their effectivene\ss in communicating thoughts

¢ . ~ I ¢ N ' N
and .ideas to others. Generally the activities are centered around reading ®
5 ¢ v
. \ projects involving both oral and written expression.
’ . ' ¢ = J b
‘e °  The major objective of a Title I migrant project language arts component
. @

is to provide instruction/that will enable most students to gain approximately
] LI ’ |
one grade level or more in growth during the school ‘year.

. ! 3 . Z, -
. &total of 788 students out of approximatel‘y‘ 2,893 participants were

0

served fully or partiélly through Language Arts. It is believed that activities

. - . i .

T . in the language arts component have improved student attitudes, self-reliance

and created situations whjich will be meaningful to them. (see Charts_D,E,F).

-

W
~

k2
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CHART D
SPRING TO SPRING TESTING SUBJECT MATTER: LANGUAGE ARTS o
. - Students With - Pogttest 1
Membership Pre and Post | NCE Score . NCE Gain
Grade As of 10/1/80| Test Scores Weighted Mean Weighted Mean
T OPK '
o KG
01 4
02 14 8 62.. 80 5.04
03 18 16 44,85 7.46
04 19 16 . 38.19 2.19
- ,
M\ g -
05 28 25 ©. 43,38 12.23
06 42 - 36 41,12 6.85
07 . 25 19 - 31.91 2.77-
08 23 21 27.22 o ' 5.37
09 14 4 41.90 2.75-
10 18 9 24.03 - 1.83-
R 12 10 27.08 4.21
: A
. 4
12 12 11 30.16 1.04-
TOTAL o229 175 ' 37.49 45.63

&

.Y
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:‘:' : . * o : »
s VY ¢ s
© “ -
o . ‘CHART E
. y ° ! ° S i
FALL TO SPRING TESTING SUBJECT MATTER: . LANGUAGE ARTS ~
! . Students With .| Pdsttest
. . Membership Pre and Post NCE Score NCE Gain
' Grade As of 10/1/80] Test Scores Weighted Mean Weighted Mean
. l . ’ [N ’ ) ‘
) PK © )
. " ke "2 . 2 41.10 435
, - o . 3 ;.
a1 S 12 ‘6, 37.84 11.07
. B .
) - o2 30 27 . 52.30 9.57
" -
e R B 28 - - 24 42.97 - 8.18
" 04 26 23 42.84 . 3.63 ©
I . - ‘
I 05 - 28 4 24 35.77 1.03
1 E : . - .
* ~ .
06 24° - 23 & 43.41 1.34-
nw—\ ! '
07 25 22 ° 44.08 4.34
‘08 25 20 ° 38.02 . 4,57
09 "12° 11 43.80 1,91
10 - o1 1 " . 20:00 10.00 °
w4 : ’
/ ’ ) hd s
12 1 1 ~50.00 3.00
> (\ » B
3 —
1 zoTaL 214, 184 42.81 4.50°
¥ ) CHART F .
‘ . ‘ >
LANGUAGE ARTS SUMMARY - ° - |
‘ . Students With Posttest ** "
. ~Membership | Pre and Post .NCE Score NCE Gain |
.| GRADE" As of 10/1/80 | Test Scores Weighted Mean | Weighted Mean
K-12 ]« 468 380 r40.81 "yl 4.79 -
- g
N D Y T opy, ) g
) 20 :
g % . . .
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A 3. MATH REMARKS . . -

'»
3 \ <

® ’ ' Remedial math is reported as)a tutorial component for assisting the

e

.~ migrant student to improve their effectiveness in understanding number

.

concepts and to acquire greater skills in the use of these concepts.

o -
[

Activities in this area include the use of workbooks, audiovisual
materials, activity worksheets and manipuldtive objects of various kinds.‘

" Students are pre-tested, tﬁen placed in a special class according to the

® . . ~ o
© N ‘ need and then givén instruction in that area. Math is intended to increase
\ N ¢ . .
3 " - the ability of the migrant student in their overall ability to achieve at
“‘ﬁi& a greater level and growth in the academic year. (se€ Charts G,H,I).
‘ | | ‘ = \
L ’ .Sx
o . . . .
\ . .
\"‘\ hd ~" * ‘ , )
R
‘ ’:‘ * ° 4 .
. 1
. BN
) \ ' )
‘ ¢ i

°
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SPRING TO SPRING‘TESTING SUBJECT MATTER: MATH

- . Students With Posttest _/- . '
Membership Pre and Post NCE Score NCE Gain
Grade As of 10/1/80] Test Scores Weighted Mean ‘| Weighted Mean
PK » . ' .
KG 3 1 33.70 ~ 20.60
w 12.18 e
8.34 h
2.74 1 ) ®
4.65
6.03 - i
8.99 \
-
13.44~ ®
2.79 *
< )
2.38- = )
= .
8.25- ;
3.52- S
9.45~
2.30 -~ .9




.! . *
® ‘ _ ' CHART H .
. .-
FALL TO SPRING TESTING SUBJECT MATTER: MATH :
. K . Students With ' Posttest @
* Membership . | Pre and Post NCE Score NCE Gain .
o . Grade As of 10/1/80| Test Scores | Weighted Mean | Weighted Mean
. / . '
- »
< .
- ) " ' ) ‘
G 35 , 30 _ 46.35 14.94 -
. R
! 3| % -
01 79 60 43.62 8.65
02 69 47 : 47.09 7.87
o _ .
© 03 58 . . 47 37:95 12}&//
¥ 04 - 65 . 62 36.57 /9.30 ’
® - X :
. i R z
05 66 54 ’> 31.78 11.86
. - ) .
-1 06 73 62 . |. 38.95. ¥ 1087
L . ,
07 43 . 36 41,31 4,51 T,
. 08 31 24 ' 39.23 3.76
. . T - N . . .
09 18 . 15 / 45,82 42
/’/ 10 4 ‘ [ 34,77 2.70
° v .
11 2 ] 2 : 46.00 20.50
Yy - ]
12 2 ) 2 ) © 44,50 7.00
p .l
,. '
< . TQTAL 545 ) 444 40.10 ° 9.36
\ ‘ CHART I
® . MATH SUMMARY
o - \ . Students With Posttest
= " s Membership Pre and Post NCE Score NCE Gain
GRADE - __As of 10/1/80 | Test Scoreg’ Weighted Mean |Weighted Mean
S K-12° 959 ' 721 . 40.44 . 6.78
- — —- : =
. . A gy _ . o

v .. T . 1\32 .o ‘ - ¢




- .. - - . cHARTJ

OVERALL ‘PROGRAM SUMMARY (ALL GRADES) . ? i L
| - N . '§tudents’ Post-Test .
A ’ ’ . . Pre & Post . NCE Score*- NCE, Gain
Subject Membership Tested (Ft. Mean) . (Wt. Mean)
/ - . . I Y . !..'.4
' | Reading - 982 . 76l T.  40.08 5.26

N X g T
B . v

Language -Arts 468. 380 . | = 40.81 4.79

s *
.

Math = 2959 721 40.44 6.78
T o + T

€ - r » . ..
Overall - 2,409 ~,862 40.37 5,75
V T~

- .

AN : ) IMPACT SUMMARY

- 'y

The evaluation reports of all Title I migrant projects implemented by

3

the 'migrant school districts in Oklahoma for the 1980-81 school year were

-
s
.

reviewed by the. Administrator. . \\~d’~”— .

Tabulation of data submitted by the LéA's revealed that one thousand

< -~ —

thirty nine (1,039) migrant students received services ih reading. Seven

- _

[

. ¥ -~ ~
hundred eighty eight (788) students received services in Language Ar%it

Eight hundred ninety (899) students redeived services in Math. The\suﬁmary

) ; « shows that gbe—ijerage NCE gains (weighted mean) was. 5.75 overall for
' , s . .
- Readihg, Language Arts ‘and Math. . p :
- . ' “ * . ¢ ‘
. When the project schools were asked to check what percentage of migrant

1dentified.heeds had been met by.the program two (2) checked that 0-25 perceﬁt

« 5 had been met; six (6)'phecked that 26-50 percent had been met; seventeen (17)~

~

. . cheécked- that 51-75 percent had been met; and thirteen (13) checked that 76-100

< . 'Y .

percent had been met. This indicates that significant gains are occurring-

>+, ~in migrant education and in the .related components as reported in the
‘~ . .
L 3 .
Annual Oklahoma Evaluation Summaryi\ -+’ i ' - -



LSRR / APPENDIX A
OKLAHOMA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
L J . ANNUAL EVALUATION SUMMARY.OF FEDERAL PROGRAMS
) ‘FY 1980-81 REGULAR PROGRAM
.". . — ? .
. QUESTIONS =~ ¢
@ i
«
1. Check federal programs participated in by
. ' this district. . ' .
- \ o
° - . . \
2. Unduplicated number of public school par- \
ticipants by gréﬁe: ( =
A. Pre~kindergarten .
9 4
?? B. Kindergarten
C. Grade'l ) ‘
o 7 B R . ®
‘ ) D. Grade' 2 . A
. E. Grade 3 . v ?
oy . . - - ¢
2 F. Grade 4 - : )
<. - : I VT B
X G. Grade 5 ) s . A (/- - .
‘ - H. Grade 6 : AR C
1,." 7 ’ ‘ -~
z I. Grade 7 L
J. Grade 8 .
. * . . 4 -
‘K. " Grade 9 ’ :
" L. Grade 10 ‘ - E o
M. Grade 11- - , - A
- l - * . BN 1 .o
N. Grade-12 o e TS .
4 ° . N .. . N \ '}‘é' . ,’
‘ 3. 'Nuniber‘of public scheol participants who '
$ R ) . .- o
o received instructional services in: ‘. N \
25

<

TITLE I ESEA MIGRANT

53
104 -
208 -
221
226
189
202
202

199

160
136

117

9 -

70

-
H
L
|
«
4
4
.
4
-
3
g
13
.
.
N
.
.
S
hi
:
-
.




. . ' . N
. - l‘. - - .- ‘\t s
A. English to Limited English background | .. 328..
4 * . ’ l | b
B. Reading . . - * 1,039
.C. Language Arts‘ £, - 788
- o (] -
D. Math R . 890 |
Number of Public school participants who received # ¥
supporting services in the area of:” N - N \
A.. Attendance, sociai:{_wor'k,-guidance,'psychology ’ B51¢
o , - . . s‘ , . L. ‘,‘
B. Health, Nutritson ' n . 1,000
“‘ . .’ - ' A3 .“p
C.% Pupil transportatioh ., 444
RN .
D. ..Other support>services (specify) . / .. 228
Undupliqatéd‘\n\u\mber of participants. ) -
" ) . ' . ‘ . ) l ’ ; ) .
A. American Indian or Alaskan native et ~* 80 - °
B. Asian or, Pacific Islander : ' on '
B TS . . N .
C. Black, not Hispanic ' . . 67
. X - - T ' s
D. Hispani : - B ) . 1,080
.isp‘nc. -, . 3 . » .
E. White, not Hispanic ' o , - 1573 )
- ' c ' .
Amount:-of program funds spent on early T
childhood participants. ° . ..~ $3,423.00,
Number of bilingual students participating. , . . . , 693 °
" t . 4 . v} A . N , B
AN . ) . . .
Am?unt of program funds spent on bilingual students. $385,566',22
Number of -handicdpped studefits part;cfpa,ting-' - . 80."
Number of parents of participating children who
received digect setvice. - . ~ ’ 36
- ' L} N R .
Nuymber of teacheriprovidin'g services to'handicapped.
students. , . . , - * 36 °
& R . i 26 - . : o
’ R : - R ¥



s o S . _ -
.3 - © 120 Number of teacher aids serving handicapped students. . 25
6‘ - 13.% Number of parents of students in‘the program who were T
\ ’ involved in: : ’ i . g
A, Needs assessment, project planning, implementation b . f N
. R : \
N gnd/ox eva]mation LT - .. 189
- B, Consultation with sqhool personnél relative to v
Do ‘ student's participation in program' .Q? Ry i 504
Wt . A
® . c. Working. as volunteers in program classroom* ""v‘ e . ~ L7
- o D. Working as volunteers in program activities outsi&e' t c e
% . .
) ‘ the program classrooms - o 57
) 14. Number of’i)a'ren'tls not included in item 13 above (e.g.,
parents of nc;n-program students) who were involved‘ in » .
’ J . s
one or more\.of tHe activities listedqin :Ltem 13 A 'through
» I | ') . -
‘@ D. . ' T 33
- . . s . e . / T
- . , R . .
* +« 715. Number of advisory council members who: o .
- A. Are parents of public school® participants in program?" . 171
:.o ’ ,‘ . N .. i . ,
. B. Are parenys of non~public school participants in i
S - program? T ) -, a' 2
P N - — * .
, ' ‘ : o ‘
¢ 16. Number of meetings of: ; - ' e Sy
L . -~ . s~ A, Parent councils ™ ) . . RNEE-TAS
LT . . ‘ L . )
) . B. -Coopermtive-agencies,and community representatives . .~ .35
17. Number of meetings in question 16 for considering ‘ - LN
A. . EValuaf:ion of progtam . ’ . S e "3
q
18. Check.‘ if \progfsm funds wer® e:inended for advisory councii
‘. B . N “ kN > R
* activities. \, ) ., ) ; -9
. . . M ‘
27 © - .
\ L

.
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19. Number of full-time equivalent staff empldyed in program

AY ‘.

by job glassification: : . - )
* A. Administrative . - 4.42
B. Teachers . /% | 65.83
€. Aides * . 57.'67 -~
3 ® .
D. Curriculum specialists ° A ’ 1.00 g
" [E. Support Servides , 6.50°
F. Clerical . , o 8.85 - |
LI (\ ‘
G. Others . 2.00
o \_ e
- . * “ J
20. Number of program staff by classification who received ) ’-e
program funded training this year: .. . : o o
* . . - . . ¢ "
A. . Administrative. . " 14
- B. Teachers ' 61 ‘
=~ ¢. Aides . ' : R o
. - X . n ) 4
D. Other ‘ . . 4 - .
21, Number .of non-program staff by classification who . .
L. e T ®
- received program funded training this year: - - |
.~*"" A, Administrative : ' ! 17 - _
B. Teachers ’ “ » ) 3,
T . . ()
C. Aides . Coe * 4 .o
. . P
o, ! , °
22. Amount of program funds spend for inservice training. $50,962.86 -
0 i ! - . . ) . .
23. Number of professional.staff who attended college © : ) . |
classes this year. v . ’ 14 ..
’ e . ' ) PR .
. n - . . . e .
Nimber of aideg who attended college classes this » PY

\ . <




S
25. Number of professional staff attending in-state workshop

L " for at least one—half (%),.day.

. M - -

R
, « 26. Number of aides attendiﬁg‘iﬁ-state workshop for';; léast
</ _ one-half (%) day.

N
- . -

[

Number of professional staff visits to other projects or

similar activities to gain new ideas..

Check each program for- the e*tent it has affect;g)the

curriculum: -

@ty

A. Valuable support to existfﬁg curriculum
¢ s ¢ .
B. Inspired some improved curriculum changes.

?

C. Much wégthaﬁiie change resulted.

-~ . ’ .
In, terms of student benefits in your LEA, check the programs

' -~

;which were strong for the followiﬁg reasons:

-A. Provided a&ditional resources” for students

. -
B. Motivated students 4

C. Increased opportunities for learning

-

D. Increased student achievement

-

E. Other ' .

° k3
“+30. 1In terms of student benefits in-your LEA, chec the” programs |,

4 .

A. Program was not able to reach all eligible gtudents " ) 7

which were weak for the following reasons: -

.B. Program regulations limit the needs that can be addressed 12

°

?

C. Other ' : B

3l. “Check the:approximate percentage of identified needs of

- -
.




32.°

< . - - ‘

- . ’ N 3 *

participatiné students which have been met by each program:

A. 0-25% . - . 2

B. 26-50% o - 6

, .

C\;.51-752 . . oo 17

D. 71002 L : 13

Ngmber of dissemination efforts: .

A. Gr?ug presentations (Educ§tion fairs, P.T.A., Civic clubs,
etc.s . . - s 50

B. Radio/Television ) 27

C. Printed:Media (newspapers, brochures, bulletins, etc.) 96

A o~ @ . »

E]

Dollar amount of funds used for:

\~

A. Instructional equipment '$33,921.90 -
) a
B. Instructional supplies o $69,292.80
\‘ ‘\ p’ X : ’ .
A
-
(,' -
. . -
v - p -
PY f?f) ’
- Y -
< 30
. * ‘. :'f-,\. - .
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- ';.“5{ Q}\:ﬁ"“‘," OKLAHOMA MIGRANT ENROLLMENT FORM. -
., : . | ' ", . CERTIFICATE OF STUDENT ELIGIBILITY , :
R ﬁ*‘ HR S RS oo * R - . 3 o
SR oL e . CHILDREN OF HIGRATORY WORKERS - Ty
T T ‘ “THR[ OATE OF BIRTH - |V ' BIRTHPLACE T I
EIRNPP ar a—— o or . of : ST
- CASE L Lt nnsr N N N F MO DAY YEAR. iB jctlry COUNTY STAT .
v P - AT g - 4 . T . ATE
TN e . T . . . ) . J
P .
v T \ Lo o n .
> -1 : . T s
1 1 : ' ’ ~ )
. -
N : s ~ «
. I S C e o ey el .
. *cmssu?’si:n‘mn OR, HIGRATORY STATUS ~ , R ’ R

Ilw;sc dc(‘lnfuons ond Tnfomtlon arewto‘bc utnlz-d ln cortlfv!ng thc .ll&ibl“ty of chlldren for the migrant pﬁgﬂm.

) '} Agrlcu!tura! Actlvhy" mms arpy gctivlty dlfecﬂy rehted to the prpductlon or processtng of crops. dau‘y products, poultry or 1lvestock
“for-, initial comierclal sale or_ as+s ‘principal means of personal subststencc' any act!vlty dtrecﬂy related to the cultivation or harvesting
e %F_:rm, or any! ctM;y dl;e' tly,téhtoc twﬂsh fams. T A ‘ . . ,

ttv}ty‘" nea‘ms ah

hing; y acktvlvﬂy dlrectly re!atecﬁo the catchlng or processlng of flsh or shcnﬂsh for lnltinl conmercial sale or
. as.a prlm:lpat mcans of v .

personali sgb i

parcnt or guardlan ls an agr!culturol or ﬂsher worker w'f»b has within the past twelve
d . to onother of - Ros moved from. ono state to another In ordep or enable the person. . to, obt.ﬂn temporary
nﬂ;”‘g;jqujtun Lo ﬂsh!ng@ctlvlty.u@‘ Syt L e L e

. PO SN g

" .,..:.,,_ U . - - - e -

“{' ] "fomrly mgrnory chd" aeans ‘A'chiid who was h"glb!e to be counted and served as a currently m(gratory chnd wlthln the past flve
cole U Yedres but ts not aou“a,cw;dntw nlgratory cﬁi td; ‘Vives tn an arca served by a Tl!le 1 mgrant Education projcct‘ and has, the concurrence
s T of'thelr . parent of gua Bee ilae;ed & migratory. child. : \ -

; nrsm “Wha . 'ppolnted tovbc tbe lagal 9uardtan of the cblld through formal proccedlngs in accordance with State .
aw- ‘or, a person who tbe SEA dctcmlmss would be' appolnted to be thé’ Tegal guardian of the child under the law of the child's domicillary ;
(Yo \ Ings wore ngndertakens or s pe $0n stariding In thc p!acp of a parent to the child.‘ g\

.n\\"

hool dlstr!et to another or ‘has mvcd from one state t,o another .
agrlcnltural acuvlty. - -

t 'to mgotber or has mved from one ?tatc to anothcr in order to ] e
TEivity s o ",

2]

. >
13

A
I R




AFullToxt Provided by

e e - e, e ° ° (i %
_'. . B
» . . . ‘ r .
ENTER THE. APPROPRIATE STATUS KUDER OF-EACH-CHILD IN THE LAST CoLUMN 7 ' ? - "
" 'lf'chlldren are lnters;ate - agf'fcultunl (moved from one state to anot‘her)- , ! ‘ ‘:‘:"";_ ’
;' g g chlldren are’ Intrastate - agrlculsural (mved from one school dlst'rlct to another) . * e
K il ] i:hl‘ldrcn are flve-year provision - agrlcpltur‘al‘ {fgrmerly or five-year mlgrant) '\ - . %’}?
“h* §f children are Interstate - fishermen (moved From one state to another) ¢ ':“Q,, .
."S" tf children ani lntrastate - fishermen (moved from one school district to another) R . « , iﬁ:
Y'6" 1f children,are flve-year pravision - flshcrmcn ‘(formeriy or flve-year migrant) - ;: N
WE OF LECAL FATRER ' NARE OF CURRENT PARERT(S] OR GUARDIANTS] - =
' . " - ' : reg

NAHL OF LEGAL MOTIIER

o

CURRENT PARENT(S) OR GUAROTAN{S) ADDRESS

AP i B e .. - o~
LEGAL PARENT(S) ADDRESS - Féns BASE CITY , STATE ¢ «”
P - . e ' o o . a -
HOHE BASE CTTY TSTATE ' ’ . %
"ﬁ’ate parent(s) or guardlan(s) ‘moved- into dlstrlct o state. Honth Day‘ Year .. District of state of last resldence .
ou " " o lf agrlcultural please Hst crop = Af llshery Hst lCt'V’tY : - . I other list ’ :
The purpose of the move to this dlstrlct was related to secking or engaglng in temporary or seasona! empioylnent in agr!cultural, - ':
co'mncrctal flshlng or ln relatcd food processlng actlvlties. ’
1 grant permission for my chlldren to part!clpate in the Mlgrant Progranl and tq rqcelve all health and academlc services offered by the ¢ °
ngrant Progran. é,,,
* The glgrqnt Student Record Transfer System has been explolned to me and { grant pemlsston for the migrant staff to collect ond plac *
academic and health tnformation about my children on this system. | grant<permlssion for this record to be sent to the next schoo!
“ whlch my children are enrolled, | understand that l nay request and see a copy of thls record at any time. - H
. ‘ © . S8 . S .
N ; . . - - DATE: HONTH DAY, YEAR .
SIGNATURE OF PERSON OBTAINING TURE QF GAL OR’ CURRENT PARENT(S : X
. INFORMATION ON THIS FORM - . . . .
. " ) X P
e ¢ 3 ’ N .
[ 4 -




APPENDIX C

-

TERMINAL OPERATOR INFORMATION

@& . .
&
> 2
FILL OUT ONE COPY OF THIS ) FoRM H-4
PAGE FOR EACH STUDENT ; OKLAHOMA MIGRANT ENROLLMENT FORM g
' : ‘ MAIL TO: HIGRANT RECORO TERMINAL OPERATOR

HIGRANT STATUS (CIRCLE ONE) B1e NORTH Lot |

i 2 3 & 5 6 ‘ ALTUS, OKLAHOMA 73521 v
§ . .

*
STUOENT'S LAST NAME ) « JFIRST NANE. n.tn OATE OF BIRTH VERJAGE | STUDENT NUNDER | NE
~ or ‘

[ .Y F lo OAY YEAR :
BIRTHPDAGE (City)  + COUNTY ° . STATE HOME BASE CITY STATE
- T —.' ) S

] ¢ !
LEGAL CURRENT PARENTS

PARENTS

DATE PARENTS MOVED INTO OISTRICT OR STATE OF ° OATE PARENTS HOVEO INTO. 0ISTRICT OR STATE OF
O{STRICT OR STATE LAST RESJOENCE O1STRICT OR STATE , LAST RES!OENCE
Mo DAY 4 vEmR O 0nY YEAR %
» v
FATHER®S LAST NAME . FIRST NAME. FATHER'S LAST NAME FIRST NAME
HOTHER'S LAST NAME " FIRST NAME MOTHER'S LAST NAME FIRST NAME
1 =~ '

STREET OR RURAL AOORESS N cry STREET OR RURAL AOORESS ciyy
STATE . e ’ STATE. zip

\ SCLO0OL> DATA
SCHOOL NAME SCHOOL YEAR * SCHOOL ENROLLMENT OATE [ o

" Mo 0AY YEAR -
SCHOOL 1DENTIFICATION COUNTY . :
N - ' 1] > \ \E

LAST SCHOOL THIS CHILD ATTENDED.
STATE HAS THIS CHILD EVER GEEN IN YOUR SCHOOL '
BEFOREY SCHOOL YEAR : .

33

45
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